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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not 
included in this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 1, 3, 24 & 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Roye . 

Re claims 1, 3, 24 & 26-27, Roye discloses (column 2, line 
41 - column 3, line 39) an arrangement for forming a digital 
representation of an image composed of runlength data (column 2, 
line 46) is processed. In this processing of image runlength 
data, a set of "slices" is generated and an obj ect -grabbing 
operation is performed on this set (column 2, lines 41-52), 
trivial gaps ("noise images") are separated from significant 
information ("essential images") , the significant information is 
marked for retention while the trivial gaps are discarded, and a 
reduced noise version of the image is reconstructed containing 
only the former. 

Re claims 24-27, an implementation of the Roye system using 
a processor running a stored program (Appendix A) , is disclosed. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 2, 4-23, & 25 are allowed. 

4. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication 
of allowable subject matter: 
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Re claims 2 & 25, the art or record does not teach or 
suggest the recited AND operation between the data portion and 
the digital representation. 

Re claims 4-5 & 22-23 (and dependent claims 6-21) , the art 
of record does not teach or suggest the recited arrangement of 
determining a line skew angle in relationship to objects 
determined to be representative of essential image data. 

Response to Arguments 
5. Applicant's arguments filed 20 January 2004 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues (Paper #15: page 22, line 10 - page 24, 
line 16; page 26, line 14 - page 27, line 3; page 28, line 13 - 
page 29, line 17) that the data objects and noise objects of the 
present invention are composed of dark pixels, and that the gaps 
detected and discarded by Roye (composed of light pixels) are 
therefore not noise objects. 

However, the language of the present claims does not 
restrict the recited "objects" in this manner. While Applicant 
notes (Paper #15: page 22, lines 10-18) that the present 
specification describes "objects" as being "built from slices in 
the runlength data obtained by scanning a dark (visible) image" 
(emphasis in original) , it is not clear that Applicant has 
defined the term "object" as used in the present claims in such 
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a way that every pixel in every object must be a dark pixel, or 
that every object must contain at least one dark pixel. 

Applicant argues (Paper #15: page 25, line 13 - page 26, 
line 13; page 27, line 4 - page 30, line 9) that Roye does not 
teach or disclose the marking of data objects that will be used 
in document reconstruction, but instead reconstructs a document 
from all grabbed data objects. 

This argument ultimately depends upon the previous 
argument. Roye (column 2, lines 65-66) clearly does exclude 
trivial gaps (read in the present rejection on the recited 
"noise images") and (column 3, lines 1-39) clearly does mark (by 
list inclusion) the data objects that will be used in document 
reconstruction. Applicant's assertion that Roye reconstructs a 
document from all grabbed data objects depends upon Applicant's 
description of the trivial gaps ("noise images") as non- 
"objects". As noted above, the language of the present claims 
does not require such an interpretation, and the specification 
does not appear to define the "objects" of the claim language in 
a way that requires such an interpretation. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Stephen 
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M. Brinich at 703-305-4390. The examiner can normally be 
reached on weekdays 7:00-4:30, alternate Fridays off. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status 
of this application or proceeding should be directed to the Tech 
Center 2600 Customer Service center at 703-306-0377. 

If attempts to contact the examiner and the Customer 
Service Center are unsuccessful, supervisor David Moore can be 
contacted at 703-308-7452. 

Faxes pertaining to this application should be directed to 
the Tech Center 2600 official fax number, which is 703-872-9306. 
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Examiner 
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